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The Kingdom of God ts not Meat and Drink, 2 
teouſneßß, and Peace, and Foy in the Holy Ghoſt. 
Rom. 14. 17, a | 1 


4 * _— 


TY. 


An Account of the following Publication. 


ter that the Cuſtom of Drinking to the Memory of King William (as it is accounted 
for in the following Letter) had for about Eleven Tears generally obtained among us ; 
In all which time, altho' many very juſtly reſented the wicked Extravagance which 
| ſome few Men, in their Cups, were ſaid to have joined with it; Tet either n Man 
ſio much as ſuſpeFed the thing in it ſelf to be 4 Sin, or, if he did, gave no notice of 
this his ſuſpicion to the World + At laſt my Lord Biſhop of Cork was pleaſed' to publiſh two 
Books, in which he not only taxes this prackice as being in its ſelf finful under the Goſpel ; 


But at laſt runs his charge up, thro' many very harſh Expreſſions, even to that of no leſs than 


the Crime of Idolatry. | 1 
A ſoon 4 I beard of his deſign to publiſh the for mer of theſe Books , I earnefiij entreated 
bim that before he laid ſuch a heavy, as well as new, Imputation, in Print, upon. the ge- 
nerality of Proteſtants, and thoſe as well of the Clergy as the Laity ; He would firſt communt- 
*cate bie Notions unto ſome of his Brethren the Biſhops ; Of whom about the number of twel 
(as I remember) were at that time in Dublin. His Lordſhis gave me ſome Reaſons (which 
own did not ſatisfy me) why he would take no farther Advice in the Matter than what he 
' bad already dune; And at the ſame time told me, that if he were in the wrong, he would tale 
it very kindly from me, if I would publiſh a fair Anſwer to his By when it came out + ſoce 
: the only thing that he aimed at was that Truth might appear in its cleareſt light. 105 
Ihen I had read the Book, I freely told his Lordſhip that I thought he had not at all proved 
bis Point"; neither had he made it out that the drinking we are ſpeaking of was, in ic felt 
© (and abſftratting from the abuſes that ſome wicted Men perhaps run into) a tranſgreſſion of 
any Law of God; Whereas Sin is nothing elſe but the tranſgreſſion of the Law, 1 Fob. 3. 4. 
And where no Law is, there is no tranſgreſſion, Rom. 4. 1 5, : 
After two or three Conferences upon this Subject; His Lordſhip ſeeming deſirous that I would 
ive him my;thoughts in writing; I accordingly ſet them down; and preſſed the Objection (as I 
. thought well migbt) which I had grounded upon the two Texts of Holy Scripture abeve mer- 
tied; Always telling him that by the word Law we were to underſtand not only the expreſs 
Letter, but alſo the deſign and intention of * Law of God After which to find & quite 
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eontrary Interpretation of my Objefion in his Lordſhip's Second Book, was matter of no ſmall 
furprize to me. His Lordſhip's words (pag. 51) are theſe : Another objection and the laſt 

which I ſhall conſider. at length, is this, Where there is no law there is no tranfgreffion. i. e. 
There is no EXPRESS POSITIVE Law which ſays thou ſhalt not drink in remembrance 
of K. V m, &o. And after he bas told us. that he will conſider this abjedtion at Snenrs 
Tet for a FULL Abſiver to it, and expoſing the ſhametul weaknels of it, his Lordſhip refers 
2 to bis Diſcourſe of Healchs in general, then ready for the Preſs, but not yer” publi- 
g. 33. Marg. b a F . 

T conf, ſs I Lai not ſo bad an Opinion of my objecd jon as his 2 ſeemed to have; and 
being not at all ſatisfied with his way either of ftating of anſwering it.; I reſolved to conſider 
it over Again; ahd having drawn up my thoughts of it in the follywing Letter, I ſhewed it to 
fue of fix Perſons of Fudgment and Piet), that they might corre my miſtakes, if any I had 
committed ; And when I found that they made no ob jection to what I ha written, I gave a 
Copy. of it into my Lord Biſhop of Cork's own hand; being very deſirous to know his Lordſhip's 
farther thoughts concerning ſo important a Matter as a charge of Idolatry, and that of fo 
many years continuance amongſt almoſt all the Proteſtants of this Kingdom, and perhaps many 
more of the Neighbouring ones, i | 
| Not many days after, His Lordſhip was pleaſed to preſs me to print my Letter, without 
which he thought he could not take that liberty that might otherwiſe be proper in the Anſwering 

. of it © I refuſed indeed to print the Letter, as not ſeeing any neceſſity for it; But as for full 
3 liberty in the Anſwering of it, I freely gave it to his Lordſhip. with theſe two Proviſees ; Hirſt, 
That he would repreſent my Senſe in my own Words ; or at leaſt give it all the ſame force that I 

my ſelf had given it : And Secondly, That he would forbear all re flections on my Perſon, 

His Lordſhip, either then, or at our next meeting, told me that he had lent my Letter to ſe- 
veral Verſons, who he ſuppoſed had taken Copies of it: And when he himſelf had thus helpt 
to make it publick ; As he ought nt ingeaſon now to complaint of it, ſa did I not then think my 
ſelf oblized to make any ſecret of it: And therefore whereas before this I had ſhemn it only 
to a very tew of my Friends, I afterwards was ſomething more free in the Communication of 

it, until at laſt it came to be the diſcourſe of a pretty many People. Nan 

Sometime after this, His Lordfhip ſent me a Meſſage by a Reverend and worthy Divine, im- 
For tuning me again to print the Letter; To whom I returned the ſame anſwer as before I had 
given his Lordſhip : And whereas I had been informed that his Lordſhip thought I had uſed him 
not with that Decency as became both his and my Character; I deſired the ſame Revd, Perſon 
to aſſure him that as I never had the leaſt deſign in any word of that Paper to caſt any refle#i- 
on on his Perſon; ſo if any expreſſion. that ſeemed to look that way had unwarily eſcaped me, 
I would wait on his Lordſhip, and alter it with my own Hand, if he thought fit to publiſh the 
Eetter, together with an anſwer to it, | 

After this I heard nothing of the matter, and indeed it ſeemed to be aſleep, until yeſterday 
in the Evening his Lordſhip was pleaſed to ſend me his anſwer in Print, Which in the midſt 
y abundance of buſineſs , I have not as yet time to read : But being told that his Lordſhip 

herein preſſes me to publiſh my. Letter without altering one word, as I gave the Copy to him ; 
I have reſolved to comply with bim; And ſubmit all that I have ſaid to the Judgment of e- 
very candid Reader; Deſiring only this one thing from him, that he would nat cenſure or con- 


4 | demm me, until he has read and fairly conſidered my own words as- they ſtand connected with 
A _ the whole Letter. | 


4 3 May, 21. 1718. Edw. Rapho. 
x | | 6 


The Copy of my Letter which I gave my Lord Biſhop of cor being returned to me by 
| his Lordſhip very much worn and broken in many places, I was forced to give the Printer 
0 another Copy, which I believe is word for word the ſame, to ſer the Preſs by: Or it 
= there ſhould-happen to be a Syllable difference between them, As it is without the leaſt 
BF 8 deſign, fo arg I well affured that it makes no manner of alteration in tie Senſe. 8 
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SIR 


Have read my Lord Biſhop of Cork's Second Part, and have exactly the ſime 
opinion of it, as I had of the Firſt. An Image of a Sin may be ſo arrificially tra- 
med, frightfully clad, and placed in an obſcure light of hard or ambiguous words, 
Terms ot Art, and intricate Arguments; as at the firſt fight to Rartle even a 
wiſe Man. But bring it once into a clear Light, and try it fairly by a juſt Rule, 
and it will require no great depth of Reaſon to diſcover, that it is but a Deluſion, 

The only Rule whereby tryal is to be made of a Sin, is God's Laws, For Sin is nothing 
elſe, but the trangreſſion of the Law, 1 Joh. 3. 4. And where no Law js there is m tranj- 
greſſion, Rom. 4. 15. And by the word LAW, we underſtand, not only che expreſs Letter 
( as his 3 wou d put upon us, p. 31.) but the deſi;n of the Law ; that is to ſay, all 
that God intended in making the Law, as far as we are able to come to the knowledge of 
it. And whatever is no way contrary to the deſign ot the Law, we may wich all Aſſurance 
conclude to be no Sin, 

It drinking to the Memory of R. William (as it is commonly practiſed) is not any way 
contray to the deſign of that Law, whereby Chriſt inſtituted the Holy Sacrament of the 
Lord's-Supper, there is no other Law of God, of which it can be pretended, to be 2 
Tranſgreſſion, and conſequently, it can be no Sin; I mean, in its ſelf, and except it be 
perverted and abuſed to lome evil purpoſe. 

He that wou'd make an impartial tryal of any action, whether or no it be a Sin, mufl 
firſt ſer that Law of God, by which he wou'd try it, in as clear and full a light, as he can 
that is to ſay, he muſt tully and fairly fer forth the dein of the Law, And when that is 
once done, it will preſently appear, whether trom that Law, it can be concluded, that ſuch 
or ſuch an action is a Sin. 

For every voluntary action, that hinders, or any way obſtructs the deſign of any Law of 
God, is a trangreſſion of that Law, and therefore a Sin. But an action that is altogether 
conſiſtent with the deſign of the Law, neither is, nor can be a fran reſſion of it, and there- 
fore is no Sin, | 

Whether the words of a Divine Law, be Poſitive or Negative, yet the deſign of ir, may 
be, and I believe always is, both to command ſome things, and forbid others, 

By the deſign of that Law, whereby Chriſt Inſtituted the Holy Sacrament of the Lord's- 
Supper, we are commanded ; Firſt, to keep up a conſtant and laſting remembrance of his 
Death and Paſſion, and of the Benefits we receive thereby: Secondly, devoutly, reverent- 
ly and thankfully to receive that Bread and that Cup, which he has appointed and in the 
manner that he has appointed them; thereby to keep up that remembrance, or to ſhew 
the Lord's death, as St. Paul expreſſes it, 1 Cor. 11. 26. And Thirdly, to receive the Bread 
and the Cup, not only as a remembrance of his Death, but alſo as the Communion ot his 
Body and Blood, 1 Cor. 10. 16. That is to ſay, as the means ordain'd by God, whereby 
we ſhould communicate in, or partake of the benefirs of that Paſſion, which he under- 
went by the Crucifixion of his Body, and the ſhedding of his Blood tor us, He, who fin- 
cerely and conſcientiouſly pertorms theſe chree things, does all that is commanded by the 
full deſign of this Law. 

Where a Divine Law forbids nothing in expreſs terms, we have but one only Rule to 
guide us into the prohibiting part of it; which is, that whatſ-ever is inconſiſtent with the 
due performance of what the Law commands, muſt always he ſuppoſed to be forbidden by the 


deſign of it. Bur if I duly perform all that ſuch a Law commands, and do nothing char is 
A 2 any 
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any way inconſiſtent with ſuch performance : I cannot be ſaid to do any thing which that 
Law torbids, nor can any action of mine be, by that law, condemned as a fin. . 

Now the Law whereby Chriſt inſtituted his Holy Supper commands indeed ſeveral things, 
as I have already ſaid, but forbids nothing in expreſs Terms. If therefore we wou d know 
whether drinking to the Memory of K. Wm. be by this Law to be condemn'd as à Sin, 
we have but one way for it; and that is, to conſider well, whether there be any thing in 
ſuch drinking, that is inconſiſtent with the due performance of what that Law commands. 
For if notwithſtanding our drinking to the memory of K. Wm. we may yet duly pertorm 
all that is commanded by that Law ; our fo drinking can never be juſtly lookt upon as for- 
bidden even by the 4 n of it: And as for the expreſs Leiter of the Law, it is not here 
ſo much as pretended. ; 

If even without drinking, we remember d K. V. as dying to redeem us from Sin, this 
wou d indeed be inconſiſtent wich that remembrance which we ought to have of Chriſt our 
only Redeemer, in the holy Communion, But when we remember him only as God's inſtru- 
ment for our deliverance from Popery and Slavery, and as one, who ſo often ventured even his 
Life for our Safery and Security, and alſo wiſh that his glorious Memory may be immor- 
ral ; or that he may be had in everlaſting remembrance, Vſal. 112. 6. What is there in this, 
that ſhou'd hinder a Man from coming with a good Conſcience to Gods holy Table K 

Or when we drink to to K. W--m's Memory : If we had the leaſt thought or intention of 
mimicking the holy Communion in any of the expreſſions or circumſtances, that are us'd 
in the celebration of it, or comparing or likening that bleſſed Sacrament only to our common 
cating or drinking; this wou'd be inconſiſtent with that devotion and reverence, which the 
holineſs of this Ordinance requires from us. But fince the leaſt defign of this ſort never 
once yet enter'd into the heart of Man, until perhaps my Lord Biſhop of Cor#'s Book may, 
contrary to his own intentions, have put it into the minds of ſome Irreligious and Atheiſti- 
cal perſons ; why may not a Man at his Table drink a Glaſs of Wine to the Memory of K. 
. and yer when he goes to Church receive the holy Communion with that reverence and 
devotion, that becomes a good Chriſtian ? 

It has been taken up as a common cuſtom (neither is ir contrary to any Law of God, 


iĩf it be not otherwiſe abuſed or S to drink a Glaſs of Liquor as 4 mark or token 
e 


of a Man's ſincerity when he wiſhes health to another; and this is what is meant by drin- 
king any ones health, as it is uſually ſtil'd, In imitation ot this, it has been brought in to 
drink in the ſame manner when a Man wiſhes continuance and proſperity to a Church, King- 
dom, Commonwealth, City. Cc. or ſucceſ to any Deſign or Enterprize, that is on foot: 
For which reaſon ſuch drinking is alſo vulgarly, tho' not ſo properly, call'd drinking ot a 
health, And when ſome Men began to vilify and aſperſe K. V. after his death, more o- 
penly and barefacedly, than they durſt to do, while he was alive; others on the contrary 
thought themſelves obliged by all proper ways to aſſert and vindicate his Memory: Upon 
which occafion it was alſo taken up as a cuſtom to drink a Glaſs of Liquour as a token of 
reality and ſincerity when Men wiſh'd well to the Memory of K. W. or to thoſe who 
lov'd and honour'd him: And this alſo paſt by the common name of drinking a health (a- 
bout the propriety of which expreſſion, I think the Criticks need give themſelves no great 
trouble). And as long as all this was done with ſobriety and modeſty, and without any un- 
quiet or uncharitable deſign ; it was never thought a Sin by any one (that I can hear of 
before his Lordſhip ; hut on the contrary was, and is ſtill practiſed by Men of the great 
Picty and judgment. But as for its being a profanation of the holy Communion ; it was 
ſo little dreamt of, that when his Lordſhip firſt ſtarted that ſtrange and groundleſs notion; 
it ſtruck many ſober Men even with Horror, to find that ſacred Ordinance of God fo de- 
baſed, as to be forceibly brought into a compariſon with an ordinary cuſtom, which Men 
had taken up in their common drinking. 

The Moral Law, tho' tranſcribed into the Holy Bible, yet originally is the law of reaſon, 
and written in the heart of Man, as every Mans Conſcience who thinks ſoberly will preſent- 
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5 ] 1 | 
ly bear witneſs, Rom. 2. 15. And altho our obligarion to obſerve and keep this Law, is 
tarther enforced, by that Revelation, which God has made of himſelf ; yer originally, and 
in the nature of things it is antecedent to all Revelation, or poſitive Inſtitution whatſoever. 
Suppoſing then, that we had lived before the Preaching of che Goſpel in che World; and 
it had been a cuſtom then amoagſt us to drink to the Memory of any great or good Man, | 
in the very ſame manner as now we do to K. . is there any Branch or Sanftion of the | 
Moral Law (under which alone we then muſt have been) whereby this wou'd have been 
made a Sin? Or in other terms, wou d there then have been any immorality in ſuch an 
action. His Lordſhip plainly ſuppoſes (Pr. 2. pag. 24. 35.) and che thing is evident in it 
ſelt ; that there wou'd not. It chen an action which in it felt has no immorality, is by 
8 of any poſitive Inſtitution, become a Sin; Let us hear what proot can be brought 

r it. | | 

It is alledged that drinking to che memory of K. . is diinking in remembrance of 
him, who is departed this World ; and that the action of drinking in remenibrance of 
ſuch a Perſon, is by command and inſticution ot Chriſt, made a part ot Divine Worſhip , 
and appropriated to Chriſt himſelf : And herein the Profanefs, and no leſs than Idolatry of | 
drinking to the Memory of K. . is placed; viz. becauſe the acbion | of drinking to his | 
Memory] is the fame { with that of drinking in remembrance of Chriſt ] and the per- 
ſons [of Chriſt and K. .] infinitely different, Pt. 2. pag. 41.1. 22. From whence rhe 
inference muſt be, that to drink to the memory of K. V. is forbidden by the very deſign 
of that Law, whereby the Lord's-Supper is inſtituted. But on the contrary, if drinking to 
the memory of K. . is not at all the ſame action with that of our drinking in remem- 
brance of Chriſt, which he himſelf has inſtituted and appointed, then al the reafoning, 
which is intirely built upon this Pillar muſt fall to che ground. Let us therefore fairly and 
candidly examine this point, whether theſe two actions are the lame, as it is pretended | 
they are. I do not mean the ſame numerical or fingle Action; ſor in that ſenſe no two 


actions can be one or the ſame : But in this Controverſy, when we fay the ſame Adio, | 
we mean the ſame ſort or kind of Atinn, 


” e v  — 


Firſt then two Actions are not to be reckoned the ſame or ot the ſame ſort, becauſe 0 
they are, or may be called by the ſame name. The Significarion of words is not neceſſary, | 
bur altogether Arbitrary, and one and the ſame word may be, and ſometimes is, applied to ' 


things or actions very different. Thus for Example, 1 hmour God, and I homur che King, 
bur not with the ſame fort of honour. I drink in remembrance of Chriſt in the Holy Com- 4 
munion ; and when I drink a Health to my abſent Friend, you may as well call that a 1 
drinking in remembrance of him as when I drink to the memory ot K. V. nor is it unuſual ' 
at the drinking of a Friend's Healch to ſay, come remembring ſuch an one, And yet to } 
drink of the Cup in the Holy Communion, was never by any good Chriſtian reckoned to | 
be an action of the ſame Kind with drinking a Friend's Health. Altho' therefore ir is a , 
Diſpute only about Words, to debate, whether drinking to the memory of K. . (as 1 | 
have deſcribed it) may be call d a drinking in remembrance of him; yet granting it to be « 
fo, it is ſtill no leſs than Blaſphemy, to ſay that the Adlon of drinking in the Holy Commu- : 
nion inſticured by Chriſt, is the * or of the ſame ſort wich that Cuſtomary one of 
drinking to K. W—m's Memory. 
Secondly, Two Human Adtions, (for of ſuch we are ſpeaking ) are not to be reckoned | 
the ſame, becauſe of the agreement that is between the outward and bodily part of em. 
I honour God by kneeling and bowing my Body; I boky alfo and kneel in honour to the 
King: And yer the | intire ] Action, that I perform to the King is by no means to be ac- 
counted the ſame with what | perform to God; hecauſe the part which my mind bears, is 
vaſtly different in one of thoſe Actions, from what it is in the other, Altho' therefore we 
drink, when we receive the Holy Communion, and drink alſo to the memory of K. W—m, 
yer our reception of the Cup in that bleſſed Sacrament, is not an action of the ſame ſort 
with our drinking upon the other occaſion, becauſe the whole intent, pur oſe, deſign, end, and 
meaning of the one, is far from being the ſame with what ic is in the other, Bur 
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[ 6. J | | 
Bur Thirdly, when there is not only an, outward, and bodily agreement between two 
Actions, di the mini alſo acts in the fame” manner in the performance of em both; ſo 
far as the mind thus acts in the ſame manner, "and no Tarrher, are theſe two Actions (con- 
ſidered as Human) to be look t upon "as the ſa re, or of the ſame ſort. I kneel to God and 
pray, that he wou'd give me my daily Bread: T kneel alla (ſuppoſe) to my Prince, and 
pray him to beſtow . on me whereby I may ſubſiſt: Theſe Actions have à very 
ou bodily Reſemblance; and yet (confider'das Human) they are not at all of the ſame. 

ore, - But 14 1 ſhou'd go into my retirement and direct a Prayer to the King, when 
words cou d no way come unto him, this wou'd be an Action of the ſame ſort with Prayer 
to God, altho directed to a wrong object. Prayer to God is an immediate directing {5h 
thoughts to bim, who #nows vhe ſecrets of our Hearts : And if I make uſe of words in 2 
Prayer, it may be neceſſary to fix my own attention, or raiſe my devotion, but cannot (if 
I have 2 right notion of the Divine Nature) be ever intended to convey my thoughts tohim, 
who already perſectly knows em. But the King knows nothing of my thoughts until they 
are ſigniſy d unto him; ard therefore if I pray to him in words, or offer him my Petition 
in writing, I pray to him as to a Man, but if I offer a Prayer to him, when the ſound or 
ſenſe of my words can no way come at him; this is an immediate direction of my thoughts 
to him, as unto one, who knows the ſecrets of my Heart, and in Fad, an aſcribir f Divine 
Perfection to him; and CONSE in reality, 1 pray to him, not as unto a Man, but as to 
a God, And this is a very juſt reaſon, why we abſolutely condema all that invocation of 
the Saints departed, which is practiſed in the Church of Rome. For to ſay nothing of the 
great extravagance of ſome of their Addreſies, eſpecially unto the Bleſſed Virgin; we have 
no manner ot afſurance, that the ſenſe of our words or expreſſions is any way convey'd to 
the Saints, and if we immediately dire our thoughts to them in Prayer, altho' it were no 
more but an orate pro nobis, yet this wou'd ſo far be a praying to them, not as to Cr 
but to Gods, as it neceſſarily ſuppoſes them to know the ſecrets of our Hearts, which 
has referv'd to himſelf alone. ; | 

But to return from this digreſſion: The bodily action of drinking is of the ſame ſor 
in an Ox as in a Man; but conſidering it as a Human Action, in which the mind bears its 
part, as well as the Body; at one time a Man in obedience to Chriſt's Command eats Bread 
and drinks Wine, both bleſſed and diftributed, in remembrance of his Death for us, and as the 
Communion of his Body and Blood, At another in compliance with à receiv'd cuftom he barely 
drinks à (laſs of Iithour "as & token of his Jmcerity, when he profeſſes to wiſh well to the 
memory of K. W. or to thoſe who h him, and ſtill have an honourable remembrance of him. 
Now ſetting aſide the hare common Name of drinking in remembrance, (which if given to 
the later, muſt be for a reaſon quite different from that, for which Chriſt gives it to the 
former) and the outward agreement in the bodily Action of drinking, (Neither of Which as 
I have ſhewn, ought to be taken into the preſent compariſon) hat is there that remains in 
theſe two Actions (conſidered as Human) that ſhou d make them the ſame, or of the ſame 
ſort ? Neither the deſign, nor the manner of performance, nor the temper and diſpoſition 
ot Mind are the ſame in them; how comes it ro paſs then that the Actions themſelves, 
ſhow'd yet be the ſame ? And if they are not the ſame, nonot the ſame ſort, but altogether 
of different kinds, confider'd as Human Actions, notwithſtanding a little forced Reſemblance, 
that is artificially made between them in outward appearance: It will by no means follow, 
that becauſe Chi has appropriated | eating and) drinking in remembrance of his Death 


or] departure gut of this Wor/d | to be perform'd ] to himſelf { in ſuch a particular and 


peculiar manner,] therefore it muſt not be Lawful 
manner, as well as for à reaſon altogether different] to drink to the memory of R. W.; 
only becauſe this may be called ¶ in forhe ſort ] a drinking in remembrance of @ perſon de- 
parted this World. If his Lordſhip cannot find a difference between that Action of drink- 
ing in remembrance of a perſon departed this World, which is apply'd to Chriſt in the Holy 
Sacrament, and tliat which, | in quite another manner,] is apply'd to &. W. (as he pro- 


Ys another ſort, and in another 


ſeſſes Pr. 2. pag, 29.) I cannot but admire, what is become of that accuracy of thought, 

which I have often occaſion to obſerve in him: Neither do I believe, that ever there 
was one Man in the World, who acnowleaged, or ſo much as thought, that the Very (a 
Aion, which is to be done to Chriſt, ar God, may he done to R. W. as » | 


« wi * . W. Man; which yet his 
Lordſhip (p. 23. 24. indifferentiy charges upon all who. maintain the laufulneſs of drink- 


1 me MW, acer | 
* we are told that to drink | any ey be remembrance of a perſon departed in this 
World, is a Sacramental Action, and that 


that the very eſſence or eſſential form of the Sacra- 
ment of the Lord's-Supper conſiſts in this very remembrance, What our Church means 


by the word Sacrament ſhe has told us in her Carechiſm ; but as tor a Sacramental Action 
which is not a conipleat Sacrament, and yet has the very eſſence, or eſſential form of one; and 
indeedt he efjznce ot eſſential form of any thing, eſpeciaſſy of what has no being at all but 
. ung . 2 Nations 15 Hard for plain . to take as a rule for Con- 
ience, whereby to determine what is or is not à Sin, which, as I have already ſaid 
can only be determin d by the Law of God.” | N N ENT 
Inſtead theretore oi theſe difficult Terms, his Lordſhip (p. 45.) is content to ſubſtitute 
others that are more Intelligible; and gives us to underſtand, that his meaning is, that the 
Remembr ante of a perſon departed thisWorld, i the chief end, intent, purpoſe, or tee of that 
Holy Sacrament : And ſtill (ſays he) the Profaneſs and Idolatry will be the ſame to apply that, 
which is the chief end, intent, purpoſe or deſign of that Holy Sacrament to a meere Man, as 
to apply that which is Eſſential to it. 
Whether the words end, intent, purpoſe, and deſign, are a juſt and ſufficient Explication 
of eſſence and eſſential form, I will not now diſpute: Bur if his Lordſhip had conſider d, 
that plain diſtinction of the Logicians between Diqum ſimpliciter and DiFum ſecundum quid; 


he had cafily avoided: that miſtake upon which both his firſt and {econd part are whol 
built. Let us ſuppoſe, that the ANY ad 


d, intent, purpoſe, or deſign of the Holy xd 
to remember ¶ Jeſus Chriſt as] 4 perſon that ¶ died for our. Sins, and} is departed this 
world: To apply that remembrance to any one, but Chriſt himſelf (whether with drinking, 
or without it) I readily grant to be a Sin. But leave out the words, which I have in- 
. cluded within Hooks, and then take the Doctrine ſimply and nakedly (as it only can ſerve 
his Lordſhip's purpoſe) and it is not at all true. For it this propoſition, as it is nakedly 
and inter minately fer down, be true, viz. that the chief end, intent, purpoſe and deſign of the 
Holy Sacrament of the Lord g. Supper is to remember a perſon departed this World , then it will 
follow, that if in the celebration of the Sacrament I intend to remember, and accordingly 
do remember a perſon departed this World (no matter who he is, or whether he died tor 
our ſins or not) I fulfil the chief end, intent, purpoſe and deſign ot the Sacrament, And 
thus the foundarion upon which all his Lordſhip's reaſoning is intirely built, appears moſt 
plainly ro be only a common fallacy. But beſides all this, it may be ſaid, that alrho' in the 
Holy Communion, we eat and drigk in remembrance of Chriſt, yet this remembrance is not 
[ it [elf] che chief end, of deſign of ſuch our cating and drinking; but is to be directed 
ro a farther end and purpoſe, namely, the Communion of his Body and Blood, or the Participation 
of the merits of his Death and Paſſion in ordey to our Salvation. Which further ſhews the 
' greatneſs of his Lordſhip's miſtake in affirming the Aion to be the ſame. When we 
| drink to the memory of Ring William, as when we drink in the Holy Sacrament; 
But if Men ſhou'd as ordinarly eat bread as they drink Wine to the Memory of K. 
. wou'd not this be ſhocking ? 
I anſwer, chat if this were in the leaſt deſigned to mimick the holy Sacrament, and 
y to bring contempt upon it, I have already faid,. that ſuch. an action wou'd be 
2 Sin. Bur if without the leaſt thoughts of the Sacramenr, it had grown into a common 
cuſtom to eat as it has to drink a healch to a friend ; and upon this alone occaſton had been 
taken to eat alſo, as it has been to drink, to the Memory of K. W. there wou'd have been 
nothing more unlawful or ſhocking in che one, than now there 1s in the other. 
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